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1. EFCA'S MEMBERS HAVE A CONCERNING PATTERN OF ABUSING
PRULIEDIJRE -Ru ACHIEVE DELAY AND EXPAND PRUCEEDINGS.

TAS C's a nd its  dubious  cla im
of a n "ins t;Eticie nt" re cord a tte mpts  to "broa de n the
issues" and to As  such, TASC has  fa iled
to respect the  cornrnlss ion's "re fle ct a
high s tandard of quality, re levance , and timeliness .

In Kansas , TASC was denied inte rvention due  to its  dis ruptive  conduct:

conduct of asserting inconsistent positions
are impermissible

"unduly delay the 3;oceedin_§[.]"
' man te that ASC's>a1ticipation

1 ERICA's Response urges the unremarkable conclusion that parties should be able

2 to use depositions. APS has never denied that fact. But ERICA's attempt to depose

3 Barbara Lockwood before rebuttal testimony, and even before the deadline for

4 intervention has passed, casts doubt on ERICA's motives. And ERICA's most recent set of

5 data requests to APS-in which EFCA seeks a copy of Ms. Lockwood's calendar sirlce

6 May 20151-supports the conclusion that if an early deposition is permitted guidance

7 on how that deposition can proceed will head off what appears to be the beginning of

8 ERICA's tried and true strategy of strong arm litigation tactics.

9

10
11 EFCA is no stranger to strong arm litigation tactics. EFCA, or its predecessor

12 entity TASC, has employed these tactics in multiple jurisdictions nationwide. The

13 Hawaiian Public Utilities Commission all but kicked TASC out of a proceeding after a

14 pattern of egregious conduct, finding that:

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Additionally, the Commission finds the voluminous and contentious
nature of the pleadings concerning TASC's Petition strongly

impaired by allowing the intewention.3

And this year in Nevada, TASC sought a stay of the Nevada Public Uti l i t ies

Commission decision modifying net metering, citing, among other items, public

responsive
suggests that the orderly and prompt conduct of the proceedings would be

1 A copy of ERICA's Fourth Set of Data Requests to APS is attached as Exhibit A.
2 Decision No. 33258, In the Matter of Instituting a Proceeding to Investigate Distributed Energy
Resource Policies, Public Utilities Commission of Hawaii Docket No. 2014»0192 at 188 (Oct. 2015)
(citations omitted) .
3 Order Denying Petition to Intervene of the Alliance for Solar Choice, In the Matter of the Application
of Westar Energy, Inc., Kansas Corporation Commission Docket No. 15-WSEE-115-RTS at 3 (June
2015). The Kansas Commission subsequently granted TASC intervention, but only in the second phase
of the proceeding arid o111y with the right to cross examine witnesses in that phase. See Order on
Interventions, Kansas Commission Docket No. 15-WSEE-115-RTS (July 2015).
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1 confusion. The Nevada Commission admonished TASC because it had been its

2 members SolarCity and Sur run, and not the public, who had been making statements

3 about customers being confused:

4

5

6

7

8
9 A similar story has played out in Arizona. In each of the four rate cases in which

The Commission notes TASC's concerns about customer confusion based
on the media coverage of these Dockets. The Commission shares those
concerns because the media cover8§e predominantly mischaracterizes and
misrepresents that final Order. U fortunately, those mischaracterizations
and misrepresentations have almost exclusively come from quotes and
sourced information from SolarCity and Sur run representatives. These
rooftop solar companies appear to be confusing their own customers with
this misinformation.

EFCA has participated this year-UNS , TEP , Trico, a nd S ulfur S prings  Va lle y
10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

Electric-EFCA was  involved in some form of dispute , dis covery or otherwise . In the

UNS rate case, TASC tiled an expedited motion to cornpel.5 In the SSVEC rate case,

EFCA res is ted dis covery, and afte r the  Pres iding Officer ordered EFCA to comply,

sought reconsideration of that order.6 In TEP's rate case, EFCA unsuccessfully sought to

s trike RUCO's  tes ti1nony.7 And in the Trico rate case, EFCA unsuccessfully sought to

compel discovery, and then sought reconsideration of the order Den g its request.8

It is  e ntire ly a ppropria te  for pa rtie s  to e xe rc is e  the ir rights  in conte s te d

proceedings . And each of the ins tances  referenced above might appear reasonable if

viewed in isolation. But doing something on occas ion, when it is  the las t option, is  a far
19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

4 In re Application of Nevada Power Co., Docket Nos. 15-07041 & 42, 2016 WL 284379, *22, 'II73
(Nev. P.U.C. January),see alsoOrder on Reconsideration and Rehearing, Docket Nos. 15-07041 &42 at
1282 (Nev. P.U.C. Feb. 2016) (admonishing TASC, SolarCity and Sur run for misconduct and stating
that "the Commission cannot base its decisions on misperceptions that are largely the product of an
active effort to mislead ratepayers through the dissemination of inaccurate information.") .
' TASC's Expedited Motion to Compel, In the Matter of U2VS Elec.,Docket No. E-04204A-15-0142
griz. Corp. Comm'n Mar. 8, 2016).
ERICA's Response to SSVEC's Motion to Compel, Inthe Matter of the Appl. of Sulphur Springs Valley

Elem. Coop., Inc.,Docket No. E-01575A-15-0312 (Ariz. Corp. Comm'n May 11, 2016) and ERICA's
Motion to Clarify and Reconsider the Procedural Order Granting SSVEC's Motion to Compel and
Extending Time Clock (May 19, 2016).
7 EFCA's Motion to Strike Testimony of Lon Huber, In the Matter of the Appl. of Tucson Elec. Power
Co., Docket No. E-01933A-15-0322 (Ariz. Corp. Comm'n Aug. 29, 2016).
8 ERICA's Motion for Expedited Consideration of Motion to Compel Response to Fourth Data Requests
4.1, 4.2, 4.4-4.10, 4.14, and 4.15, Inthe Matter of the Appl.of Trico Elec. Coop. Inc.,Docket No. E-
01461A-15-0363 (Ariz. Corp. Comm'n Aug. 11, 2016), and EFCA's Motion to Reconsider the Order
Denying the Motion to Compel the Response to Fourth Data Request 4.1 (Aug. 31, 2016).

3
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1 cry from doing it time after time, proceeding after proceeding, in a calculated and

2 strategic manner to disrupt and delay proceedings. APS's motion is fimdamentally a

3 request that reasonable guidelines and parameters be put in place early to prevent an

4 ever-escalating war of motions and cross-motions that are inevitable when one party

5 begins a campaign of scorched earth litigation and the other party (or parties)

6 increasingly find they have no choice but to respond in kind.

7

8

9 APS has never denied that parties can use depositions. Indeed, depositions may

10 be needed before this matter reaches hearing. The issue on which APS requests a

11 procedural coherence is the how, why, and when of those depositions. This is

12 particularly true because the basis of, legal support for, and context behind EFCA's

13 Response is civil litigation in superior court, proceedings that are dramatically different

14 Man administrative proceedings before the ACC.

15 Civil lawsuits in superior court emerge from past events that are static. Either the

16 light was green or it wasn't, either the defendant was speeding or she wasn't.

17 Depositions iii these proceedings are designed (and even needed) to lock in a witness's

18 recollection of events so that the witrless's testimony at trial does not change. Litigants

19 have no other reliable means to learn what a witness might say at trial other than

20 depositions. And depositions are needed because litigants are strictly limited in how

21 much written discovery they can conduct.

22 Rate case proceedings before the ACC lie in stark contrast. Instead of testifying at

23 triad for the first time, rate case witnesses file extensive written testimony before the

24 hearing. Often, parties exchange multiple rounds of written testimony responding in

25 detail to the other parties' positions. Moreover, instead of needing to use depositions

26 because of finite written discovery, parties in ACC proceedings can propound written

27 discovery in quantities that far exceed the limits on written discovery in civil litigation.

28 I

11. ROUTINELY APPLYING THE BOILERPLATE TACTICS OF CIVIL
A'1'1U IS INCONSISIILNI Wllll Ulla NATIJRE 011' MODERN
CASE •
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1 And unlike typical civil litigation, ACC rate case proceedings fundamentally concern

2 prospective events, and hinge on expert opinion regarding the meaning and impact of

3 those events. By contrast, civil litigation hinges on findings of fact, such as whether a

4 witness saw an event or a party had a particular motive. Instead of adjudicating rights

5 between private litigants, rate cases adjudicate the public interest. Through rate cases,

6 the Commission reaches policy conclusions about what a utility's future revenue

7 requirement should be and how that revenue requirement should be collected from

8 customers.

9 And this raises perhaps tlle greatest difference between ACC and civil litigation,

10 and it is an inconvenient truth that EFCA ignores ire its Response: in ACC rate cases,

11 parties' substantive positions can and do change by the time rebuttal or surrebuttal

12 testimony is filed. Whereas ire civil litigation, parties allege a single set of facts

13 throughout a proceeding, parties to ACC rate cases can change their positions in rebuttal

14 in the pursuit of better public policy and as part of a broader effort to stimulate

15 compromise in the settlement process. Discovery in ACC proceedings is not about

16 committing a witness to a specific recollection of events. Instead it is about the

17 gathering of facts to support an argument concerning what is in the public interest. The

18 setting of rates is fundamentally legislative in nature,9 and it is not uncommon for parties

19 to modify their positions in rebuttal testimony in response to the direct testimony of

20 other parties.

21 This is what EFCA misses. The point is not that depositions should be precluded

22 in this proceeding. Indeed, depositions might be needed at some point in this proceeding.

23 But depositions of APS witnesses before rebuttal testimony are simply inconsistent with

24 the nature of ACC proceedings. And if parties change their position in subsequent

25 rounds of testimony, it could render early depositions of limited use or even moot. This

26 would constitute a significant waste of resources. It would also thwart ERICA's stated

27

28 9 State ex rel. Corbin v. A7'iZ- Corp. Comm'n,174 Ariz. 216, 218, 848 P.2d 301, 304 (Ct. App. 1992).

_ 5 _



1 purpos e  of dis cove ring Ms . Lockwood's  "pe rs ona l re la tions hip" with he r te s timony. If

2 EFCA ta ke s  Ms . Lockwood 's  de pos ition  be fo re  re bu tta l,  a nd  AP S  cha nge s  its

3 substantive position on key issues ra ised in this  ra te  case , the  "personal re la tionship" that

4 EFCA discovered before  rebutta l could become use less . Depositions  in ACC ra te  cases

5 could be  pe rmitte d unde r a ppropria te  circums ta nce s . But the ir us e  s hould a ls o be

6 ta ilore d to the  na ture  of the  proce e ding in que s tion, a nd not blindly use d iii a  ma nne r

7 des igned for the  world of civil litiga tion.

8 111. EFCA'S STATED CONCERNS
EASILY MANAGED.

AB O UT  LAT E  DE P O S IT IO NS  AR E

9

10 EFCA claims that depositions in 2017 will be too late because Ms. Lockwood

11 might take the Ml 30 days to read and sign the deposition transcript. This is a red

12 herring. After the deposition, EFCA would possess, and be able to use, the transcript.

13 Although the ability to read and sign is an important safety net, it is exceedingly rare for

14 a witness to substantively modify even a portion of a deposition transcript. In any event,

15 APS is willing to work with EFCA on timing, and will voluntarily reduce the 30 day

16 read and sign time period to 14 days if timing is really ERICA's concern.

17 EFCA also states that it needs to depose Ms. Lockwood to prepare its testimony

18 that is due on December 21, 2016. That is the deadline for intewenors' direct testimony

19 regarding revenue requirement issues.10 Ms. Lockwood, however, is not a revenue

20 requirement witness. She is a policy witness who offers in her testimony a roadmap of

21 APS's rate case.Her testimony does not include the specific technical details regarding

22 APS's direct case, much less its revenue requirement proposal. ERICA's conclusory

23 statement that it must take her deposition to prepare its case-before propounding any

24 written discovery needed to answer any questions not addressed by the over 1,000 data

25 request responses available-rings hollow. That EFCA did not seek to depose any

26

27

28
10 That EFCA intends to expand its participation beyond issues related to rate design only adds to the
concerns described above.

l
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1 witness in the four rate cases this year, each involving substantially the same issues

2 raised by APS in this proceeding, further supports this conclusion.

3 In APS's opinion, the better course for facilitating an orderly discovery process

4 would be for (i) parties to first seek what information they can through written data

5 requests; and if depositions are still necessary (ii) conduct depositions within reasonable

6 gLuldelines. Depositions can be a valid discovery tool, but in a policy-driven proceeding

7 that already has over 25 interveners, the unfettered use of depositions could quickly

8 spiral out of control.

9 w. IF DEPOSITIONS
NEEDED.

PROCEED. REASONABLE LHVIITATIONS ARE

10

11 APS has a good faith reason to believe that EFCA does not seek to depose Ms.

12 Lockwood as pan of a routine effort to gather information in this proceeding. EFCA did

13 not notice a single deposition in any of the Arizona rate cases this year, even though

14 they involved substantially the same requests to modernize residential rate design. Nor

15 has EFCA sought to understand APS's position through the less intrusive and less

16 burdensome process of issuing data requests. Moreover, EFCA seeks to depose an APS

17 representative prominently involved in APS's recently-fi led complaint against

18 Commissioner Robert Burns before the November 8 election.

19 The potential for mischief is simply too high. If EFCA is peninitted to engage in

20 early depositions, reasonable parameters are needed to minimize ongoing discovery

21 disputes. In its response, EFCA claims to not understand what it means for discovery to

22 be directly related to written testimony. That EFCA is unwilling to adopt even this

23 reasonable parameter only underscores APS's belief that EFCA seeks this deposition as

24 part of a broader strategy to engage in improper litigation tactics. EFCA's reliance on

25 the traditional standard that discovery is limited to relevant information, or information

26 reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence proves the point.

27 Nearly all evidence is admitted at Commission proceedings, subject to the Presiding

28
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•

•

•

•

•

•

1 Oliticer's discretion. Pairing this reality with the traditional discovery standard means

2 that EFCA can inquire into virtually any topic

3 But letting EFCA inquire into virtually any topic would shatter any reasonable

4 contnes of this proceeding. Instead of a focus on revenue requirements, rate design, and

5 the public interest, parties will be forced to focus (in discovery, in written testimony, and

6 at the hearing) on every distracting topic EFCA can dream up in an effort to derail an

7 ultimate decision on the merits. To prevent this, APS proposes that if depositions

8 proceed, tlley should be subject to the following specific guidelines:

9 Good cause for depositions to occur after rebuttal testimony,

10 No depositions until after the date for intervention has passed,

l l Reasonable efforts to constrain questions to a witness's written testimony,

12 No inquiry into matters that are the gravamen of ongoing proceedings in superior

13 court or other external investigations ,

14 One deposition per witness, and

15 Depositions of individuals who submit pre-filed written testimony only.

16 Regarding the deposition of Ms. Lockwood ire particular, APS requests that EFCA be

17 limited to a four hour deposition, and that if other parties seek to depose Ms. Lockwood,

18 the total amount of time she can be deposed by all parties be limited to eight hours.

19 V_

20 APS has had its rates set by the Commission since Arizona became a state, and

21 has seen the rate case procedure evolve over time. In 1976, when pre-filed testimony

22 was rare, the Comlnission's current procedural rules became effective. Unsuurprisingly,

23 A.A.C. R14-3-109(M), which concerns prepared testimony, provides only that the

24 Commission "may order the refiling and service of testimony" before it is read from

25 the stand into the record. And it is only "[i]f the presiding officer deems that substantial

26 saving in time will result, he may direct prepared testimony be copied into tlle record

27 without reading."

28
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RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this 18th day Qr*pQ{6r

Since then, of course, pre-filed testimony has become the norm. Yet the

procedural rules, which separately reference the use of depositions as contemplated by

the Rules of Civil Procedure, have not changed to reflect reality." APS is committed to

an open, transparent, and fair rate case process in which all parties have reasonable

access to the information they need. But the use and potential abuse of gaps ire the

Administrative Code to obtain a perceived tactical advantage only risks wasting

resources and undermining the integrity of the rate case process. APS requests that a

procedural conference be convened to discuss the most efficient and appropriate way to

proceed with discovery in this matter.

B
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Amanda Ho .
Attorneys for Arizona Public Service Company
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ORIGINAL and thirteen (13) copie s
of the  foregoing tiled this  18th day of
Octobe r 2016, with:
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28

Docke t Control
ARIZONA CORP ORATION COMMIS S ION
1200 West Washington Street
Phoe nix, Arizona  85007

11 APS notes tha t Chairman Little  recently wrote  a  le tte r to Docket No. AU-00000E-16~0270 indica ting
tha t how the  Commiss ion's  proce dura l rule s  ove rla p with the  Rule s  of Civil P roce dure  s hould be
reviewed and possibly updated. See  Proposa ls from Commissioners for a  Revised Scope  of Work a t p.
12 (Oct. 12, 2016).
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Thomas A. Jernigan
Federa l Exe cutive Agencies
Air fo rc e  Ut ility  La w Fie ld
Center
139 Barnes  Drive , Suite  1
Tynda ll Air Force  Base , FL 32403

U.S .
Support

Karen S. White
139 Barnes  Drive , Suite  1
Tynda ll AFB, FL 32403
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Chinyere Ashley Osuda
David Bender
Earthjustice
1625 Massachusetts Ave. NW, Suite 702
Washington, DC 20036
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COURT s . RICH
7144 E. Stetson Drive, Suite 300

Scottsdale, Arizona 85251
Phone 480.505.3937 Fax 480.505.3925

CRich@rose1awgroup.com
www.roselawgfoup.com

October 7, 2016

SENT BY ELECTRONIC MAIL ONLY

Thomas Loquvam - Thomas.Loquvam@pinnac1ewest.com
Thomas Mum aw - Thomas.Mu1naw@pinnaclewest.com
Melissa Krueger - MelissaKmeger@pinnaclewest.com
Pinnacle West Capital Corporation Law Dept.

RE: Energy Freedom Coalition of Alnerica's Fourth Set of Data Requests to
Arizona Public Service Company. Dockets: E-01345A-16-0036; 16-0123

Dear Messrs. Loquvam and Mum aw and Ms. Krueger:

Please find enclosed the Fourth Set of Data Requests from Energy Freedom Coalition of
America ("EFCA") to Arizona Public Service Company ("APS") in the above-referenced matter.
These requests are submitted pursuant to ERICA's intervention in dies Docket(s) .

These data requests are continuing, and your answers or any documents supplied in
response to these data requests should be supplemented with any additional information or
documents that come to your attention after you have provided your Mud responses. Please
respond within ten (10) calendar days. Should you require additional time, please contact me
immediately.

Please send electronic copies of your responses, including all attachments, to: Court Rich
crich@roselawgroup.con1 and Hopi Slaughter - hs1aughter@roselawgroupcom.

Should you have any questions or comments, please feel flee to contact me directly at
480-505-3937.

Sincere ly,
I

/s/ Com s. Rich
CollI't s. Rich

Attachment
Stephanie Layton - Stephanie.Layton@ aps.com
Inland Snook - Leland.Snook@aps.com
Kelly Hauert - Kelly.Hauert@ aps.com
Kerri Cames - Kerri.Carnes@aps.com

cc:



ENERGY FREEDOM COALITION OF A1\IERICA'S
FOURTH SET OF DATA REQUESTS

TO ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY
APS DOCKET E-01345A-16-0036; E-01345A-16-0123

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

1. All information is to be divulged that is in your possession, custody or control, or
the possession, custody, or control of your attorneys, investigators, agents, employees, or other
representatives, or which you may discover through reasonable inquiry.

2. If you cannot answer a Data Request in full and have exercised thorough
diligence in an attempt to secure the information requested, then you must so state. You must
also explain to the fullest extent possible the specific facts concerning your inability to answer
the Data Request and supply whatever information or knowledge you have concerning any
unanswered portion of the Data Request.

3. If your answer to any Data Request is "Lmknown," "not applicable," or any other
similar phrase or answer, state the following: '

a.
b.
C.

Why the answer to that Data Request is "unknown" or "not applicable",
The efforts made to obtain answers to the particular Data Request; and
The name and address of any person who may know the answer.

4. Where  a  Da ta  Reques t require s  you to s ta te  facts  you be lieve  support a  pa rticula r
a llega tion, contention, conclus ion or s ta tement, se t forth with pa rticula rity :

a.
b.

All facts relied upon;
The identity of adj lay and expert witnesses who will or may be called to
testify with respect to those facts.

5. If you contend that the answer to any Data Request is privileged, in whole or in
part, or if you object to any Data Request, in whole or in part, state the reasons for such objection
and identify each person having knowledge of the factual basis, if any, on which the privilege is
asserted.

6. Where an individual Data Request calls for an answer that involves more than one
part, each part of the answer should be clearly set out so that it is understandable.

7. These Data Requests are intended as continuing Data Requests which require that
you supplement your answers setting forth any information within the scope of the Data
Requests as may be acquired by you, your agents, attorneys or other representatives following
the service of your original answer.

8. Unless a specific question indicates otherwise, these Data Requests refer to the
time period from January 1, 2016 through the date of the response.



ENERGY FREEDOM COALITION OF A1\IERICA'S
FOURTH SET OF DATA REQUESTS

TO ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY
APS DOCKET E-01345A-16-0036; E-01345A-16-0123

DEFINITIONS

As used in these  Da ta  Requests  the  following te rms have  the  meanings  se t forth be low:

1. "You" or "your" refer to and are meant to include, Arizona Public Service
("APS") and all of its agents, attorneys, investigators, employees, representatives, officers,
directors, managers, members, subsidiaries, and parent companies, and separate answers should
be given for each.

2. "Document" refers to any physical or electronic thing containing irNormation or
from which information can be discerned including, without limitation, any affidavit, agreement,
appraisal, audio tape, bank trust, book, bid book of account, Cd-rom, check, computer disk,
contract, correspondence (sent or received), declaration of trust, deed, deposition, diagram, diary,
drawing, e-mail, instrmnent, invoice, lease, ledger, memorandum, memorandum of lease, note,
notes of conversation (typed or written), udine, paper pamphlet, partnership agreement,
photograph, receipt, recording (whether or not transcribed), report, statement, study, text
message, transcript, trust instrument, visual depiction, voicemail, voucher, and any other such
physical objects and things and any data compilation(s) from which information can be obtained,
translated through diction devices into reasonably usable form when translation is practicably

necessary. "Document" or "Documents" further include any and all "original" or "duplicate"
"writings," "recordings" or "photographs" (as those italicized terms are defined in Rule 1001 of
the Arizona Rules of Evidenced), whether stored electronically or in traditional paper files and
including (but not limited to) all "writings" and "recordings" memorializing or constituting any
communications, data, files or information stored on any computer, computer software, computer
programs, computer system, or electronic media, of every kind and description, however
produced or reproduced WHETHER DRAFT OR FINAL, including (but not limited to) all
communications, documentation, letters, correspondence, e-mail, Internet Web Pages,
memoranda, notes, films, transcripts, contracts, agreements, licenses, memoranda or notes of
telephone conversations or personal conversations, telephone messages, microfilm, telegrams,
books, newspaper articles, magazines, advertisements, marketing materials, periodicals,

1 Rule 1001 provides, in pertinent part:
"Rule 1001.DeEnitions.Forpurposesof thisarticlethefollowingdeinitionsareapplimble:
(1) Writings and recordings. "Writings" and "recordings" consist of letters, words, or numbers, or

their equivalent, set down by handwriting, typewriting, printing, photostatting, photographing,
magnetic impulse, mechanical or electronic recording, or other form of data compilation."

(2) Photographs. "Photographs" include still photographs, x-ray films, video tapes, and motion
pictures.

(3) An "original" of a writing or recording is the writing or recording itself or any
counterpart intended to have the same effect by a person executing or issuing it. An "original" of a
photograph includes the negative or any print therefrom. If data are stored in a computer or similar
device, any printout or other output readable by sight, shown to reflect the data accurately, is an
"original".

(4) Duplicate. A "duplicate" is a counterpart produced by the same impression as the original, or from
the same matrix, or by means of photography, including enlargements and miniatures, or by
mechanical or electronic re-recording, or by chemical reproduction, or by other equivalent
technique which accurately reproduces the original."



ENERGY FREEDOMCOALITION OF AMERICA'S
FOURTH SET OF DATA REQUESTS

TO ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY
APS DOCKET E-01345A-16-0036; E-01345A-16-0123

bulle tins , circula rs , pamphle ts , s ta tements , notices , reports , rule s , regula tions , directives , te le type
m e s s a ge s , m inute s  of nle e dngs , lis ts  of pe rs ons  in  a tte nda nce , inte roMce  com m unica tions ,
re ports , summa rie s , fina ncia l s ta te me nts , le dge rs , books  of a ccount, proposa ls , prospe ctuse s ,
sche dule s , orga niza tion cha rts , offe rs , orde rs , re ce ipts , working pa pe rs , ca le nda rs , a ppointme nt
books , dia rie s , time  she e ts , logs , movie s , ta pe s  for visua l or a udio re production, re cordings , or
m a te ria ls  s im ila r to  a ny o f the  fo re go ing ,  howe ve r de nom ina te d ,  a nd  inc lud ing  writings ,
drawings , graphs , cha rts , photographs , da ta  process ing re sults , printouts  and computa tions  (both
in e xis te nce  a nd s tore d in me mory compone nts ), a nd othe r compila tions  from which informa tion
ca n be  obta ine d or tra ns la te d if ne ce s s a ry, through de te ction de vice s  into re a s ona bly us a ble
form. T HE  T E R M INC LUDE S  ALL DUP LIC ATE S  O F A DO C UME NT
W H IC H  C O N T AIN  AN Y AD D IT IO N AL H AN D W R IT IN G ,  U N D E R LIN IN G ,  N O T E S ,
DE LE TIO NS , O R ANY O THE R  MAR KING S ,  MAR G INALIA O R NO TATIO NS ,  O R AR E
OTHERWIS E NOT IDENTICAL COP IES  OF  THE ORIGINAL.

3. "Possession" and "custody" include the joint or several possession, custody or
control of the above named or its agents, attorneys, employees, officers, directors, managers,
members, subsidiaries, parent companies, and representatives.

4. "And" and "Or" and any other conjunctions or disjunctions used herein shall be read
both conjunctively ad disjunctively so as to require the provision of all information responsive to
all or any part of each panicular Data Request in which any conjunction or disjunction appears.

"Any," "Each" and "All" sha ll be  re ad to be  a ll inclus ive .

6. "Relating to" or "Related to" means referring to, relating to, responding to,
concerning, connected with, commenting on, in respect of, about, regarding, discussing, showillg,
demonstrating, memorializing, describing, mentioning, reflecting, analyzing, comprising,
supporting, sustaining, constituting, evidencing, and pertaining to, whetlmer in whole or in pan.

7. Unless an individual data request specifies otherwise, the time period for these
requests is January 1, 2016 timrough the date of the Response.

5.



ENERGY FREEDOM CGALITION OF AMERICA'S
FOURTH SET OF DATA REQUESTS

TO ARIZONA PUBLIC SERVICE CQMPANY
APS DOCKET E-01345A-16-0036; E-01345A-16-012.3

DATA RE QUE S TS

E F C A 4.1 P leas e  provide  copie s  of a ll documents  in AP S 's  pos s es s ion tha t witnes s  Ba rba ra
Lockwood re vie we d or re lie d upon in pre pa ring he r pre -tile d writte n te s timony in
this  docke t.

This  is  a re  ongoing reques t to be  s upplemented with any additiona l da ta  reques ts
and responses .

EFCA 4 .2 Please provide a complete copy of Barbara Lockwood's calendar from May 2015
through the date of the response hereto.

EFCA 4 .3 Is  Ba rba ra  Lockwood e mploye d by both AP S  a nd P inna cle  We s t?  If no, ple a s e
indica te  which company s he  is  employed by. If ye s , plea s e  provide  the  pe rcent of
he r tota l compe ns a tion re ce ive d from Arizona  P ublic S e rvice  a nd from P inna cle
Wes t during ca lendar year 2015 and, s epara te ly, to da te  in 2016.

This is an ongoing request to be supplemented with any additional data requests
and responses.

EFCA 4 .4 Is  AP S  s e e king re cove ry in ba s e  ra te s  or othe rwis e  of a ny me mbe rs hip due s ,
contribu tions , o r pa yme nts  ma de  to  or on  be ha lf o f the  Arizona  Inve s tme nt
Council ("AIC") a s  pa rt of its  ra te  ca s e  a pplica tion?  If ye s , ple a s e  indica te  the
a mount of the  me mbe rs hip due s , contributions , or othe r pa yme nts  be ing s ought
a nd whe re  tha t re que s t is  ide ntifie d in the  ra te  ca s e  a pplica tion on file  with the
Commis s ion.

This is an ongoing request to be supplemented with any additional data requests
and responses.

EFCA 4 .5 P le a s e  provide  a  lis t of the  e mploye e s  who a re  dire ctly ma na ge d by (who re port
dire ctly to) Ba rba ra  Lockwood a nd ide ntify who Ms . Lockwood re ports  dire ctly
to a t AP S  a nd/or P inna cle  We s t a s  a pplica ble . P le a s e  include  e a ch ide ntifie d
individua l's  na me  a nd title  a nd for the  pe rs on who Ms . Lockwood re ports  to ,
ple a s e  ide ntify who tha t individua l re ports  to a nd s o on until re a ching the  Chie f
Exe cutive  Office r.

This  is  a n ongoing re que s t to be  s upple me nte d with a ny a dditiona l da ta  re que s ts
and responses .
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